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On the status of channeling radiation and laser based radiation sources

Khokonov M.Kh.∗

(Dated: July 4, 2023)

A unified description of channeling radiation (CR) in oriented crystals (OC) and radiation in
the field of an intense plane wave (laser radiation sources – LRS) is proposed in terms of two
Lorentz-invariant parameters. The case of planar positron channeling (quasi-channeling) and linearly
polarized laser wave is considered in detail up to TeV energies. The crucial difference between LRS
and CR is that in the former case both invariants are independent, while in channeling they are
linearly related to each other. This leads to a strong limitation on the range of possible values of
these invariants in OC. On the other hand, OC make it possible to study QED processes in strong
non-uniform external fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Channeling radiation (CR) in oriented crystals (OC)
[1, 2] provides a promising source of intense gamma
radiation, as well as makes it possible to experimentally
study such phenomena as the radiation reaction [3–7],
strong field effects [2, 8, 9] and trident production [10, 11].
Over the past two decades, interest in interaction of
relativistic electrons with intense laser fields (referred
to below as the laser radiation sources, LRS) has
grown significantly [12, 13] as an alternative method of
producing X-ray and gamma radiation [14, 15], and as
a tool for studying the QED strong field effects [16–
23]. Therefore, it is of interest to establish the status
of channeling and lasers in the context of the problems
outlined.
Close similarity between CR in crystals and lasers has

been studied in Refs. [14, 24]. During channeling, a
relativistic electron interacts with a static electric field of
atomic chains or planes, while for lasers, the interaction
occurs with a field close to the field of a plane wave. The
appearance of higher harmonics in the radiation spectra
arising in the field of an intense laser wave is due to the
process of absorption of several photons from the laser
field with subsequent emission a photon whose energy
is Doppler shifted toward the harder frequency range.
The same process happens in OC, where an electron
absorbs the virtual photons of the electrostatic atomic
string (plane) potential of a crystal.
The external field is considered strong if the

Schwinger’s field parameter, χ, exceeds unity, χ =
e~|Fµνp

ν |/(m3c4), where Fµν is the field electromagnetic
tensor, pν is the 4-momentum of the electron, e and
m are the charge and rest mass of the electron, c is
the velocity of light in vacuum. In oriented crystals,
χ = ~Fγ/(m2c3), where γ = E/mc2, is the Lorenz-
factor of the electron with energy E, F = |∇U | is
the force acting on the electron from the continuum
potential, U , of atomic axes or planes of the crystal. In
the case of axial channeling, F ≈ 2Ze2/(daF ), where Z
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is the atomic number of the crystal, d is the distance
between atoms in the atomic string, aF is the Thomas-
Fermi screening parameter. For example, in silicon 〈110〉
crystal (Z = 14), F ≈ 520 eV/Å, and χ ≈ 1 for
electron energies E ≈150 GeV. The strong field effects
in radiation, like quantum recoil due to hard photon
emission, are significant already at χ > 0.1. In what
follows the Lorentz-factor corresponding to the initial
energy of an electron (positron) before the interaction
with the external field will be denoted by γ, whereas the
current time-dependent Lorentz-factor will be γ(t) (or,
γ(δ), δ is the invariant phase of a plane wave).

In contrast with LRS channeling radiation occurs only
at relativistic energies. Let an electron undergoing
arbitrary extreme relativistic motion with γ = (1 −
β2)−1/2 ≫ 1 encounter the external field with a potential
|U | ≪ E, β = v/c, v is the electron’s velocity. The angle
of deviation of the electron by the external field, θe, is
then small enough such that the component of electron’s
velocity transverse to the velocity of the average rest
frame (ARF) is non-relativistic, i.e. β⊥ = v⊥/c ≈
θe ≪ 1. As is well known the peculiarities of the
radiation spectra of relativistic electrons depend on the
so-called “non-dipole parameter” D = β⊥γ ≈ θeγ, D is
Lorentz-invariant, since the product, γβ⊥, is invariant,
[25] (chapter 11.4). If the deflection angle is larger
than the characteristic radiation angle ∼ 1/γ, then the
condition D ≫ 1 is fulfilled, which means that only a
small part of the electron trajectory defines the emission
spectrum which is described by simple synchrotron like
formulas (constant field approximation – CFA). In the
opposite limit, D ≪ 1, the dipole approximation is valid,
and the formulas for the emission spectrum are also
substantially simplified. Note, that the “longitudinal”
Lorentz-factor, corresponding to the velocity of the ARF,
v0, γ0 = (1 − β2

0)
−1/2, is in connection with the total

Lorenz-factor as γ = γ0(1 + D2)1/2 (in the absence of
the longitudinal oscillations, such that, β2 = β2

0 + β2
⊥
).

We will assume that γ ≫ 1 and γ0 ≫ 1. In what
follows, the angle brackets will denote averaging over the
period, T , of the electron transverse oscillations, 〈(...)〉 =
T−1

∫ T

0
(...)dt. The precise definition of the invariant, D,

in the present paper is, D = 〈β⊥(t)2γ(t)2〉1/2, both for
CR and LRS.
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The intensity of a plane electromagnetic wave is
characterized by the Lorentz-invariant parameter, ν0 =
eE0/(

√
2mcω0), where E0 is the amplitude of the electric

field of the plane wave with frequency ω0. As we will see
below, the exact relation holds for LRS, ν0 = D. This
equality underlies the comparison of CR with LRS (see
also Refs. [24, 26]). We also assume that γ ≫ D, which
provides a small-angle electron scattering by the external
field, θe ≪ 1. In channeling this condition is always
satisfied, since charged particles are incident on a single
crystal with small angles to crystallographic directions
and θe ∼ θL = (2Um/E)1/2, θL being the Lindhard
critical channeling angle [1, 2, 27], and Um being the
depth of the continuum potential well of atomic planes or
strings. For LRS, θe ∼ ν0/γ, and the condition, θe ≪ 1,
is violated for petawatt lasers at energies below hundreds
MeV.
We will need one more invariant, which depends on the

electron energy, a = 2~γΩ0/(mc
2), where Ω0 = 2π/T , is

the period of the transverse oscillations. For LRS it can
be written in the form, a = 2~(k0 ·p)/(mc)2, where k0
and p are the 4-wave vector of the incoming plane wave
and 4-momentum of the electron.

II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The trajectory of ultrarelativistic particle interacting
with a relatively weak external field, |U | ≪ E (and
θe ≪ 1), can be conveniently divided into transverse and
longitudinal parts. We direct the longitudinal component
along the z axis, which in the case of channeling is
parallel to the atomic chains (or planes) of the crystal,
and for LRS it coincides with the direction of the initial
electron (positron) velocity. The longitudinal velocity of
the electron is then expressed in terms of its transverse
velocity

βz(t) ≈ 1− (2γ2)−1 − β2
⊥
(t)/2, (1)

where cβ
⊥

= dr⊥/dt, r⊥ is the transverse coordinate.
The basic correction to Eq.(1) is equal to, −(U/E)γ−2,
which is negligible compared to the last two terms in
Eq.(1). The subsequent terms are of the order of, ∼ β4

⊥
,

(β⊥/γ)
2, γ−4.

The transverse motion in OC is non-relativistic and
satisfies Newton’s equations with a relativistic mass,
mγd2r⊥/dt

2 = F, where F = −∇U . Conventionally, for
channeling equation (1) is considered as exact equation
[1]. For LRS F represents the electromagnetic Lorentz
force (see Supp.A). The trajectory, r(t) = (r⊥(t), z(t)),
is expressed in terms of its transverse part, where the
longitudinal coordinate, z(t) is obtained by integration
of Eq.(1) over time. In the absence of secondary effects,
such as the multiple scattering and radiation damping,
the transverse energy in channeling, E⊥ = p2

⊥
/(2γm) +

U(r⊥), is the integral of motion, as is the longitudinal
momentum, pz = γmcβz [1]. We do not consider the
secondary factors.

The limits of applicability of equation (1) are

γ ≫ 1, γ ≫ D. (2)

These relations summarize inequalities given in the
Introduction.
We will compare the planar channeling of positrons

with electrons moving head-on the linearly polarized laser
field. Positrons move in the continuum potential of the
atomic planes, which potential is close to the parabolic,
U(x) = 4Umx

2/d2p, [1, 27], where x is the transverse
coordinate, dp is the distance between atomic planes.
The transverse motion of positrons is one-dimensional
and occurs along the x axis. The origin of the coordinate
system lies between the atomic planes along which the
z axis is directed. Radiation for planar channeling has
been studied in detail in Refs. [28–30], and in the recent
papers [31, 32].
For LRS electrons are assumed to move along z axis

and interact head on with a plane wave which electric
field, E = −E0 sin δ, is directed parallel to x-axis, the
invariant phase here is, δ = ω0(t+ z/c).
Equations of motion, both for positron channeling and

for LRS, in the external fields described above, within
the limits of applicability of Eqs. (2) are

x(t) = xm sin(Ω0t),

z(t) = ctβ0 −
x2mΩ0

8c
sin(2Ω0t), (3)

β0 = 〈βz〉 = 1− (2γ2)−1 − 〈β2
⊥〉/2,

where 〈β2
⊥
〉 = (xmΩ0)

2/2c2, β0 is the velocity of the

ARF. Different quantities in Eqs. (3) for channeling and
LRS are given in the Table 1.

Table 1. Correspondence between different quantities
in the field of lasers and planar positron channeling.
Here, γ is the initial Lorentz-factor, for LRS
γ = γ0(1 + ν20 )

1/2, Ω0 is the frequency of transverse
oscillations, θL = (2Um/E)1/2, E = γmc2

Laser Channeling

xm
√
2 ν0c

Ω0γ

dp
2

(

E⊥

Um

)

1/2

Ω0 (1 + β0)ω0
2c
dp
θL

χ
eE0~γ

m2c3
(1 + β0)

| ∇U |
m2c3

~γ

D ν0
(E⊥E)1/2

mc2

a 2~ω0

mc2
(1 + β0)γ

4~
mcdp

(

2Umγ

mc2

)1/2

The comparison of Eqs. (3) with exact classical
equations of motion for LRS is given in Supp.A.
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III. RADIATION SPECTRUM

We calculated the radiation spectra within the frame
of the quasi-classical method of Baier and Katkov (BK)
[33] (see Supp.B), which applicability is consistent with
conditions (2). The alternative formulation of the
quasiclassical method is given in Ref. [34]. As is shown
in [35] the BK method is accurate for LRS, whereas this
may not be the case in free-to-bound transitions in OC
[35, 36] as well as for hard photon radiation, u→ 1.
For a quasiperiodic motion, r⊥(t) = r⊥(t + T ), given

by Eqs. (3), the photon number spectrum emitted per
unit phase of the transverse motion, ψ = Ω0t, both for
CR and LRS, as a function of invariant parameters D
and a only, has the form (see also Supp.B)

d2Nγ(u, a,D)

N0 dudψdϕ
=

3

πa

∞
∑

k=km

[(

1+
uu′

2

)

gk+
uu′

4D2
j2zk

]

, (4)

gk = j2xk +
η2k
2D2

j2zk −
√
2
ηk
D
jxk jzk cosϕ , (5)

where u = ~ω/E is the photon energy measured in the
units of electron’s initial energy, u′ = u/(1 − u), η2k =
ak/u′−ν20−1, ηk = γθk, θk is the polar angle of radiation
for k-th harmonic, ϕ is the azimuth angle of radiation,
km = 1+E(u′(1 +D2)/a), E(η) is the integer part of η.
N0 = dN class

γ /dψ = (2/3)αD2 is the number of emitted
quanta in the classical limit of Thomson back-scattering,
α = 1/137. For fixed harmonic number, k, the emitted
photon energy changes within the interval

0 < u < umk = ak/(1 +D2 + ak). (6)

Exact formula for frequency emitted by an electron for
LRS beyond the conditions (2) is given in [16, 37].
Fourier components of the electron current jxk and jzk

are expressed through the Bessel functions Jm(x):

jxk = B−1
∞
∑

m=−∞

(k + 2m)Jm(A)Jk+2m(B) ,

(7)

jzk =
∞
∑

m=−∞

Jm(A)Jk+2m(B) ,

where A = (2a)−1D2u′, B = 2
√
2 a−1Du′ηk cosϕ.

Expressions like (7) are well known in the theory of LRS
[38], planar positron channeling [1, 39, 40] and undulator
radiation [41]. Formulas (4) – (7) are greatly simplified
in two limiting cases: D ≪ 1 (dipole approximation) and
D ≫ 1 (CFA).
In the limit D ≪ 1 Eqs. (4) – (7) give a quantum

dipole spectrum

d2Nγ

N0 dudψ
=

3

2a

(

1− 2
u′

a
+ 2

u′2

a2
+
uu′

2

)

, (8)

where 0 < u < a/(1 + a). The shape of the dipole
spectrum depends only on one invariant a.

In the opposite limit of CFA, D ≫ 1, harmonics with
k ≫ 1 play a decisive role. In this case the spectrum has
the form of the well-known quantum synchrotron formula
[42]

d2N
(CFA)
γ

N0dudψ
=

√
3

πaD2
(9)

×
[

(2 + uu′)K2/3(ξ)−
∫ ∞

ξ

K1/3(η)dη
]

,

where ξ = 2u′/(3χ). Here, the field parameter
χ is expressed through invariants a and D: χ =
aD sinΩ0t/

√
2. Eq.(9) should be averaged over the

period of the electron transverse motion (i.e. over Ω0t).
Convenient representation of Eq. (9) without special
functions is given in [43, 44]. The spin contribution (i.e.
electron (positron) helicity-flip contribution) in Eqs. (4),
(8) and (9) is due to the terms containing the product
uu′.

IV. THE D ÷ a DIAGRAM

Despite the similarity of the CR and LRS, outlined
in the previous sections, there is a significant difference
between them, associated with the different behavior of
invariants a and D as functions of the electron (positron)
energy. For LRS D and a are independent parameters,
D does not depend on energy and a ∼ γ. For channeling,
both D and a, demonstrate the same type of energy
dependence, proportional to γ1/2, because in this case,
Ω0 ∼ γ−1/2. It means that in channeling D and a are
not independent and represent a line in the (D÷a) space.
Further, we will also be interested in the axial channeling
of electrons, which we consider approximately. In this
case we will take Um ≃ 2Ze2/d, θL = (4Ze2/dE)1/2,
Ω0 ≈ cθL/aF . By means of these relations and formulas
of the Section 2 we obtain the connection between a and
D for axial and planar channeling

a = (4λc/dp)(2Um/E⊥)
1/2D , planar positrons, (10)

a ≈ (2λc/aF )D , axial electrons, (11)

where λc = ~/mc is the Compton wave length. The
planar Eq.(10) is exact, whereas the axial Eq.(11) is
approximate. Explanations for axial case are given in
Supp.C. For channeling, only those values of a and D are
possible that satisfy Eqs.(10) and (11), while there are
no restrictions for LRS.
The above results can be conveniently illustrated using

a diagram in the a versus D plane on the logarithmic
scale similar to that done in Ref.[45] for LRS. A diagram
presented in the Fig.1 classifies CR and LRS in terms of
invariants X ≡ lnD (abscissa) and Y ≡ ln a (ordinate),
so that the origin of the coordinate system corresponds
to the D and a values of unity. In this coordinate
system, the region of strong fields is to the right of
the Y - axis, while the region where quantum effects
in the radiation spectrum occur lies in the vicinity
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FIG. 1. The D÷ a diagram. Different regions are explained
in the text. Lines 1 and 2 correspond to planar positron,
Eq.(10), and axial electron, Eq.(11) channeling, respectively.

of the X- axis and above this axis. The region to
the left of the dashed line MN in Fig.1 represents
weak external fields: D < 0.1 (X = –2.3). The
dashed line AKB defines the boundaries of the area of
relatively small energies for which a < 0.1 (Y = −2.3).
Accordingly, the AKN region CD corresponds to the
classical dipole approximation (Thomson backscattering,
Eq.(8) for u ≪ 1). The quantum dipole spectrum
(Compton backscattering, Eq.(8)) takes place in the
AKM region QD . In the latter two regions, the radiation
spectrum is characterized by high monochromaticity and
displays a single peak terminating at the frequencies,
umk, given by the formula (6) for k = 1.
The condition for CFA (D > 1) in the quantum region

(a ≪ 1 + D2) appears in Fig.1 as 2X > Y , and the
corresponding region extends to the right of the OP line.
The radiation spectrum is determined by the quantum
synchrotron formula (9) and has a shape determined
by a single parameter χ ≈ aD. The region of the
classical synchrotron approximation (χ < 0.1; D ≥ 1)
is determined by the inequality X + Y < –2.3 and
corresponds to the CS sector (DBQ). In this case, the
radiation spectrum appears as the classical synchrotron
spectrum. By the same token, the QS sector corresponds
to the quantum synchrotron spectrum (QBOP). The
validity of the CFA (9) depends also on the emitted
photon energy and has the form [14]

a≪ (1 +D2)u′. (12)

The other regions shown in Fig.1 require exact
calculations taking into account the generation of higher
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FIG. 2. Radiation intensity spectra for a = 0.0183 (Y = −4,
centered triangles in Fig.1). Solid lines are exact calculations
according to (4). A: D=1 (X=0, curve 1); D=2.718 (X=1,
curve 2); dashed lines, spectra in the CFA (9). B: D=0.5
(X = −0.69); dashed line, dipole approximation (8). Beam
energy for LRS is 1.2 GeV.

harmonics. The formulas of classical electrodynamics are
valid in the NKBD region, whereas the exact quantum
expressions (4)-(7) have to be used in the MKBOP
region. Detail explanation of the inequality (12) is given
in Supp.B.
In the case of LRS, all values of a and D in Fig 1 are

available. The energy of an electron for LRS in Fig.1
is E = a(mc2)2/4~ω0. For a laser with ~ω0 = 1 eV
(this energy of the laser photon will be used in numerical
calculations below) the origin of the coordinate system
in Fig. 1 corresponds to E=65.3 GeV.
In a crystal, only those values of D and a are

possible that lie on the lines satisfying Eqs.(10), (11).
Calculations are done for Si crystal (Z = 14). The line
1 in Fig 1 represents the planar channeling of positrons
(10) in Si (110) crystal, Um = 21 eV, dp = 1.92 Å and
E⊥ = Um. The line 1 has equation, Y = X − 4.48. It
starts at positron energy E ≈ 31 MeV and ends at E ≈ 5
TeV. Axial channeling refers to the line 2 in Fig. 1. The
calculation is for Si 〈110〉, aF = 0.2 Å, d = 3.84 Å. The
axial channeling line (11) has the form, Y = X− 3.25. It
starts at E ≈23 MeV end ends at E ≈3.7 TeV. Crosses
on the lines 1 and 2 correspond to the beam energy 300
GeV. Electron energies of LRS at these points are 3.6
GeV for planar line 1 in Fig. 1 and 39 GeV for axial line
2. Beam energies for channeling lines in Fig. 1 can be
calculated as

E =
a2

2Um

(

dp
4λc

mc2
)2

, planar positrons, (13)

E =
a2d

4Ze2

(

aF
2λc

mc2
)2

, axial electrons. (14)
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FIG. 3. Radiation intensity spectra for a = 1 (Y = 0,
centered circles in Fig.1). Solid lines represent calculations
according to Eq.(4). A: D=1 (X=0, curve 1); D=2.718
(X=1, curve 2, dots show the spin contribution); dashed lines
are spectra in the CFA (9). B: D=0.5 (X = −0.69); dashed
line, dipole approximation (8). Beam energy for LRS is 65.3
GeV.

Calculations of the radiation intensity spectra
(integrated over the azimuth angle ϕ in (4)) for points
shown by the centered symbols in Fig.1 are presented in
Figs. 2 – 4. Intensity is given in the units of N0, i.e.
the right hand sides of Eqs.(4), (8), (9), multiplied by
u = ~ω/E are shown as functions of u. Fig.2 represents
the classical radiation spectra, a ≪ 1, for the points
shown by triangles in Fig. 1. The LRS electron beam
energy is 1.2 GeV. In this case CFA adequately describes
the spectrum already for D > 2.
Quantum effects of emitted photon recoil and spin

become clearly expressed at a = 1, as is seen in Fig.3
(circles in Fig.1). The LRS energy in this case is 65.3
GeV. For D = 1 CFA is applicable only for hard photons
in accordance with condition (12), but for D = 2.78 CFA
describes the spectrum well, except for the relatively low-
frequency region, where individual harmonics are clearly
pronounced.
Intensity spectra for very high energies (483 GeV for

LRS) are shown in Fig. 4 (a = 7.4, Y = 2, square
characters in the Fig.1). The spin contribution dominates
at high energy photon region, u > 0.6. CFA describes the
radiation spectrum at relatively large values of D > 7.
As it follows from Fig. 4, even for D = 7.4 there is a
pronounced peak in the soft part of the spectrum.
It is well known, that the validity of the CFA in

channeling becomes better while the electron energy
increases, since D ∼ γ1/2. There is a reverse trend in the
case of LRS. For fixed laser field intensity, D, the justness
of CFA for given photon energy interval worsens with an
increase in electron energy. This is clear from Figs. 2
– 4 for D = 2.718 (symbols in Fig. 1 for X = 1). At
low energies (curve 2 in Fig. 2) CFA describes the whole
radiation spectrum. At higher energy corresponding to
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FIG. 4. Radiation intensity spectra for a = 7.4 (Y = 2,
centered squares in Fig.1). Solid lines are exact calculations
according to (4). A: D=1 (X=0); dashed curve 1 is a dipole
approximation (8); dashed curve 2 is CFA (9). B: D=2.718
(X=1, curve 1); D=7.4 (X=2, curve 2); dashed lines, spectra
in the CFA (9). Dots show the spin contribution. Beam
energy for LRS is 483 GeV.

curve 2 in Fig. 3 individual harmonics are clearly visible
in the soft part of the spectrum, while at very high
energies (curve 1 in Fig. 4, B), CFA is valid only in
the hard photon region, u > 0.9.
There is a significant difference between the

dependence of parameters D and a on the transverse
energy for channeling (presented in Table 1) and
quasi-channeling (see Supp.D). The parameter D
for quasi-channeling decreases with increasing the

transverse energy as ∼ E
−1/2
⊥

. The applicability of the
CFA becomes less acceptable as the transverse energy
increases. This agrees with the results of Refs. [46–48],
in which the field non-uniformity parameter, ν, coincides
with the quasi-channeling parameter D (see Eq.(D3) in
Supp.D) up to a factor of the order of unity (Eq.(12) in
[46]).

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

Radiation spectrum of ultrarelativistic electrons
(positrons) in the fields of lasers and oriented crystals can
be expressed in terms of two invariant parameters, one of
which, a, characterizes the significance of quantum effects
in radiation and depends on the electron (positron)
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energy, while the non-dipole parameter D determines
the influence of the external field. In the particular
case of the linear polarized laser wave and planar
positron channeling the radiation spectra are described
by the same formula (4), where parameters a and D are
determined by expressions shown in the Table 1. The
crucial difference between LRS and CR is that in the
former case parameters a and D are independent, while
in channeling they are linearly related to each other. This
leads to a strong limitation on the range of possible values
of the parameters a and D for channeling, since they lie
on a line in the space of X = lnD and Y = ln a, as
shown in the diagram on Fig.1 (the D − a line). For
example, the quantum dipole radiation spectrum with a
single peak in the hard photon region, ~ω ∼ E, is not
possible in channeling, while for LRS it corresponds to
the Compton back scattering in the weak field, D ≪ 1,
a ≥ 1.
The D parameter for LRS does not depend on

particle’s energy, while for CR it increases as∼ γ1/2. The
consequence of this is that the applicability of the CFA
for channeled particles becomes better as their energy
increases. For LRS, conversely, the condition for CFA
applicability is violated as the energy grows for fixed D.

In contrast to channeled particles, the non-dipole
parameterD for quasi-channeled particles decreases with
increasing the transverse energy. Accordingly, the D− a
line of quasi-channeled particles, Eq.(D4) in Supp.D, lies
the higher, the greater their transverse energy, and the
applicability of the CFA deteriorates. The influence of
the spatial non-uniformity of the field of atomic chains
(planes) on radiation becomes stronger. For example, a
strong suppression of radiation for TeV quasi-channeled
electrons in about the whole spectrum compared with
that for CFA may take place [46]. Thus, the OC makes
it possible to study QED processes in strong non-uniform
external fields.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

A. Exact classical equations of motion for LRS

It is reasonable to compare Eqs.(3) with exact
solutions. In the case considered the exact classical
equations of motion for LRS have the form

x = xm sin δ ,

z = β0ct−
x2mΩ0

8c
sin 2δ, (A1)

Ω0t = δ +
x2mΩ2

0

8c2(1 + β0)
sin 2δ ,

γ(δ) = γ0

√

1 + ν20

[

1 +
x2mΩ2

0

4c2(1 + β0)
cos 2δ

]

, (A2)

where the quantities Ω0 and xm are given in the Table 1.
Eqs. (A1) and (A2) satisfy the Lorentz equations of

motion, mcdvµ/dτ = eFµνvν , where v
µ is a 4-velocity, τ

is a proper time. Space components of this equations give
(A1), while the time component leads to the Eq.(A2). It
follows from (A1) and (A2) that, γ2(δ)β2

x(δ) = 2ν20 cos
2 δ.

Therefore, the average over the phase gives for LRS,
D ≡ 〈β⊥(δ)2γ(δ)2〉1/2 = ν0. The average Lorentz-factor,

according to Eq.(A2), is 〈γ(δ)〉 = γ0
√

1 + ν20 . This
value should be taken as the initial Lorentz-factor of the
electron before the interaction with the external field, i.e.
in infinity.
At high energies, if conditions (2) take place, the term

in the third line of Eq.(A1), (xmΩ0/c)
2 ∼ (D/γ)2 ≪ 1, is

negligibly small, such that we can replace the arguments
of sine in the first two lines by, δ ≈ Ω0t. We arrive then
to Eqs.(3). Note, that in this limit the oscillating term in
Eq.(A2) is also negligible, and the Lorentz-factor is time

independent, equal to its initial value, γ = γ0
√
1 +D2.

B. Quasi-periodic motion and formation time of

radiation

Radiation during quasi-periodic motion

Within the frame of the quasiclassical BK method,
which applicability is consistent with conditions (2), the
spectral and angular distribution of energy emitted by a
relativistic electron moving along an arbitrary trajectory
is [33]

Iωn ≡ d2I

dωdΩ
=
e2ω2

8π2c

E2 + E′2

E′2
×

(B1)

×
(

| n× [n× jω] |2 +
~
2ω2γ−2

E2 + E′2
J

)

,

where E′ = E − ~ω is the final electron energy,
n = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) is a unit vector in the
direction of radiation,

jω =

∫ +∞

−∞

β(t) exp
(

iω′(t− rn/c)
)

dt,

(B2)

J =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ +∞

−∞

exp
(

iω′(t− rn/c)
)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where ω′ = ωE/(E − ~ω). In practice, semiclassical
formulas (B1), (B2) are usually used in the small-angle
approximation, θ ≪ 1, θe ≪ 1, since, strictly speaking,
they are valid only in this case. This follows especially
clearly from the derivation of semiclassical formulas in
[34].
For any quasiperiodic motion, r⊥(t) = r⊥(t+T ), given,

for example, by Eqs. (3), Ω0 = 2π/T , general expressions
(B1) and (B2) give the following result for the power
spectrum (θ ≪ 1, β⊥ ≪ 1)

Pωn ≡ d3I

dωdΩdt
=
e2ω2

4πc

(E2 + E′2)

E′2
× (B3)

×
∞
∑

k=1

Q(k,n, ω)δ

{

ω′

2
(θ2 + γ−2 + 〈β2

⊥〉)− kΩ0

}

,

Q(k,n, ω) = |j⊥k|2 − γ−2|jzk|2−

−Re(j2kj∗zk) +
~
2ω2γ−2

E2 + E′2
|jzk|2,

where

j⊥k =
1

T

∫ T

0

β⊥(t) exp(i∆k)dt,
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jzk =
1

T

∫ T

0

exp(i∆k)dt, (B4)

j2k =
1

T

∫ T

0

β
2
⊥(t) exp(i∆k)dt,

∆k = Ω0kt−
ω′

c
θ n⊥r⊥ − ω′

c
δz(t), (B5)

where n⊥ = (cosϕ, sinϕ), ϕ is the azimuthal angle of
radiation, θ is the polar angle of radiation with respect
to the atomic axes (planes), sin θ ≈ θ, cos θ ≈ 1− θ2/2.
The longitudinal oscillations in (B5) are

δz(t) =
c

2

∫ t

0

[〈β2
⊥
〉 − β2

⊥
(t)]dt. (B6)

For trajectories given by Eqs. (3) expressions (B3)–
(B6) lead to the results (4) – (7) after the integration over
the radiation angle θ. Formula for umk in Eq. (6) comes
from the argument of the δ-function in (B3). Eqs. (B3)–
(B6) describe both planar and axial channeling with
closed transverse trajectories. General formulas for axial
channeling with allowance for precession of the transverse
orbits have been obtained in Ref. [49].

Constant field approximation

Under conditions when a large number of harmonics,
k ≫ 1, contribute to the radiation, but the spectrum
is not yet of the synchrotron type, like in Eq.(9), the
summation in (B3) can be replaced by the integration
over k

∞
∑

k=1

(...) →
∫

∞

0

(...)dk. (B7)

The integration over k in Eq.(B3) gives

Pωn =
e2ω2

4πcΩ0

(E2 + E′2)

E′2
× (B8)

×Q
{

k =
ω′

2Ω0
(θ2 + γ−2 + 〈β2

⊥〉),n, ω
}

,

where k can be expressed in terms of the invariant
quantities

k =
u′

a

(

1 + η2 +D2
)

, (B9)

with η = θγ (note that the value of k in (B8) coincides
with corresponding formula in [36]). For radiation in the
“forward” direction, θ = 0, the condition, k ≫ 1, gives
inequality f (12)

u′

a

(

1 +D2
)

≫ 1. (B10)

Formula (B8) is more accurate than the CFA formula
(9), especially in the soft frequency range, where CFA
gives an artificial divergence for the photon spectrum ∼
ω−2/3.

Formation time of radiation

Formation time, tC , which we estimate up to the factor
of the order of unity, corresponds to the phase, ∆ ≈ 2π.
With these definitions we obtain

tC = T
a

u′(1 +D2)
, (B11)

where T = 2π/Ω0 is the period of the transverse motion.
The CFA is valid if tC ≪ T , which condition is equivalent
to (B10). In the dipole approximation, when D ≪ 1,
(B11) gives well known expression for the formation time,
tC = 4πγγ′/ω, where γ′ is the Lorentz-factor after the
photon emission.
We did not use expressions for the formation time

of radiation in a constant external field, since we did
not use expansions of the phase (B5) in powers of the
time variable. However, it is interesting to compare
the above expressions with the case of CFA in terms
of the combination D2u′/a. The conventionally used
expression (up to a factor of the order of unity) for
radiation formation time in the constant external field
is [50, 51]

tC ≈
(

EE′

F 2c2ω

)1/3

≈ T
( a

D2u′

)1/3

, (B12)

where F is the force. More precise formula for constant
field formation time, derived by means of the complex
time method, is given in Ref.[52]. It has been shown,
that the radiation formation time (length) for low energy
photons decreases upon an increase in the radiation
frequency in accordance with the familiar law tC ∼ ω−1/3

(B12), while for higher frequencies, this dependence
changes to tC ∼ ω−1/2.
Clear conclusions about the difference between (B11)

and (B12) are given in Ref.[36]. Eq.(B11) (for θ = 0),
equivalent to, tC = T/km, gives a formation time for
one period of motion, km is given by (B9) with θ = 0.
Eq.(B12) is the formation time when β is parallel to n

and concerns only part of the period of motion. When β

is not parallel to n, one may use Eq.(10) from [36]:

tC ≈ min{t′C , t′′C}
(B13)

t′C =
4π/ω′

γ−2 + (n− β)2
, t′′C = 2π

(

24R2

c2ω′

)1/3

,

where R = E/| U(r⊥) | is the local bending radius,
ω′ = γω/γ′, t′′C corresponds to (B12) but with the “true”
coefficient. When |n−β | is large , tC = t′C . For example,
for |n− β |∼ D/γ one has tC = t′C ∼ T/km.

C. Comment to axial channeling

The connection between invariant parameters a and
D for planar positron channeling, given by Eq.(10),
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is precise, whereas for axial channeling, Eq.(11), it is
approximate. Approximation for axial case is based on
the relation,

Ω0 ≈ cθL/aF . (C1)

. Exact formula for the frequency of the transverse
elliptic motion in the Coulomb-like atomic string
potential, U(r) = −α/r, is [1]

Ω0 =
2 |E⊥| c

α

(

2 |E⊥|
E

)1/2

, (C2)

where α = AZe2aF /d, with A ≈ 3/2 [1, 27]. The
transverse energy for channeling electrons is negative,
E⊥ < 0. For typical values, |E⊥ |≈ Ze2/d, and up to
the coefficient on the order of unity, (C2) leads to (C1).

D. Quasi-channeling

The transverse trajectories of the above-barrier
particles are unbound, E⊥ > Um. For LRS this kind of
trajectories does not exist with except of the scattering
of the incoming particle beam by the intense laser beam
with ν0 > γ. In planar quasi-channeling, the above-
barrier particles cross atomic planes with a period, Tq,
equal to the interplanar travel time. The definition of
the invariant D in this case should take into account
that the average transverse velocity is not zero: D =
〈∆β2

⊥
〉1/2γ, where 〈∆β2

⊥
〉 = 〈β2

⊥
〉 − 〈β⊥〉2. We define

also the invariant a for quasi-channeled particles as:
a = 2~γΩq/(mc

2), where Ωq = 2π/Tq.

The mean square variation of the transverse velocity
can be calculated analytically for some realistic model
potentials. For planar positron quasi-channeling the
result is

〈∆β2
⊥
〉 = Um

E
f(y), (D1)

f(y) =
1

s

√

1

y2
− 1 +

1

y2
− 2

s2
, (D1a)

where y = (Um/E⊥)
1/2 ≤ 1, s = arcsiny. For y ≪ 1,

f(y) ≈ (2/45)y2. With y = 0.9, this formula gives a two
times lower result compared to exact Eq.(D1a), while
for y = 0.5 and y = 0.2 its accuracy is 13% and 2%,
correspondingly. Note, that when passing through the
border from channeling to quasi-channeling, the value of
D (or 〈∆β2

⊥
〉 in (D1)) suffers a break, namely, it decreases

by 0.44 times compared to channeling. This comes from
the contribution of the average transverse velocity (the
last term in (D1a)), which is zero during channeling,

but immediately takes on a noticeable value when the
positron (electron) leaves the channel.
We shall restrict ourselves with the case of large

transverse energies, E⊥ ≫ Um. In this limit the result is:
〈∆β2

⊥
〉 ≈ ξU2

m/(E⊥E), where for planar quasi-channeling
in the parabolic potential ξ = 2/45. This formula is valid
up to the terms ∼ (Um/E⊥)

2. Calculations for planar
electron quasi-channeling in the potential, ∼ cosh−2(kx),
give ξ = 0.028 (in Si (110), Um =22.9 eV, 1/k =0.303 Å).
For invariant parameters a and D we obtain

a = 4π
λc
dp

(

2E⊥γ

mc2

)1/2

, (D2)

D = Um

(

ξγ

mc2E⊥

)1/2

. (D3)

The corresponding line on the D ÷ a diagram is

a = 4π
λc
dp

E⊥

Um

(

2

ξ

)1/2

D. (D4)

The positron energy on the line (D4) is

E =
a2

2E⊥

(

dp
4πλc

mc2
)2

. (D5)

Formulas (D1) – (D5) demonstrate a significant
difference between the dependence of parameters D and
a on the transverse energy for channeling (presented
in the Table 1) and quasi-channeling. The parameter
D for quasi-channeling decreases with increasing the

transverse energy as ∼ E
−1/2
⊥

, which causes the radiation
to become more dipole and the transverse trajectories to
become more rectilinear, so that the transverse velocity
tends to β⊥ → (2E⊥/E)1/2. The applicability of the
CFA becomes less acceptable as the transverse energy
increases.
For 300 GeV positrons in Si (110) and E⊥/Um = 10

(it corresponds to the angles ∼ 3θL with respect to the
atomic plane): D =0.33 and a =0.55, which values
belong to the region of quantum dipole spectrum in the
diagram on Fig.1. The D − a line for quasi-channeling
(D4) lies above the line for channeled particles. Its height
increases with the transverse energy (not shown in Fig.1).
For example, for E⊥/Um = 10 the quasi-channeling line
(D4) is parallel to lines 1 and 2 on the diagram in Fig.1
and goes through the point Y = 0.53 andX = 0 (D = 1).
The dipole approximation for such positrons is violated
at TeV energies, (D = 1 for E = 2.8 TeV when a = 1.7).
We can say that CFA is valid if the angles of entry

of particles into an oriented crystal do not exceed the
critical Lindhard angle, θL. Since in real crystals the
transverse energy tends to increase due to multiple
scattering, the particles continuously move to higher
D − a lines as they penetrate through the target.


